A Comprehensive Conservation Needs Assessment Survey of Libraries, Archives, and Museums in the Federated States of Micronesia: Part Two by College of Micronesia-FSM & Lucy Oducado
Demographics of the respondents
The C2C Statewide Planning Grant surveyed a sample of 110 respondents non-randomly 
selected from collecting or holding institutions in all of the four island States of the FSM. Table 
1.0  shows the distribution of these 110 respondents by State.
Table 1.0. 
Distribution of respondents by State (N=110).
State Count (n) Count% of N
Pohnpei 38 34.55%
Chuuk 32 29.09%
Kosrae 16 14.55%
Yap 24 21.82%
Total (N) 110 100.00%
Figure 6.0.  Frequency count and percent of N (110) distributions of the respondents by State.
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Respondents from Pohnpei State provided 34.55% (n=38) of the responses while those from 
Chuuk State comprised 29.09% (n=32) of the responses.  Additionally,  the  respondents from the 
island States of Kosrae and Yap, 14.55% (n=16) and 21.82% (n=24) of the responses, 
respectively.  
Primary and additional functions or Services
Each of the respondent was asked to provide its primary service or function and additional 
functions or services it provides.  Tables below detail the distributions.
Table 2.0.  
Distribution of respondents (N=110) by primary service or function.
Primary function or service Count (n) Count% of N
Archives 6 5.45%
Public library 6 5.45%
Academic library 5 4.55%
School library 64 58.18%
Special library 8 7.27%
Museum 0 0.00%
Others* 21 19.09%
Total (N) 110 100.00%
*Others (n=21) included reading corners (10 or 47.62%), legal matters (1 or 4.76%), resource 
centers (4 or 9.05%), rooms with boxes of books (5 or 23.81%), and tourism (1 or 4.76%). 
Figure 7.0 below illustrates these distributions.
Figure 7.0.  Frequency count and percent  distributions of the respondents (n=21) with others as 
declared primary service or function.
0
2.5
5.0
7.5
10.0
Reading corner Legal matters Resource center Room with boxes of books Tourism 0%
10.0%
20.0%
30.0%
40.0%
50.0%
47.62%
4.76%
19.05%
23.81%
4.76%
10
1
4
5
1
LG-41-10-007-10 Connecting to Collections Statewide Planning Grant: Final Report                                     37
Table 2.1.  
Respondents (N=110) distributed by State in terms of declared primary function or service.
Primary function or 
service
Pohnpei Chuuk Kosrae Yap
Count Count% 
of N
Count Count% 
of N
Count Count% 
of N
Count Count% 
of N
Archives 2 1.82% 0 0.00% 2 1.82% 2 1.82%
Public library 1 0.91% 2 1.82% 2 1.82% 1 0.91%
Academic library 2 1.82% 1 0.91% 1 0.91% 1 0.91%
School library 29 26.36% 10 9.09% 6 5.45% 19 17.27%
Special library 4 3.64% 1 0.91% 2 1.82% 1 0.91%
Museum 0 0.00% 0 0.00% 0 0.00% 0 0.00%
Others 0 0.00% 18 16.36% 3 2.73% 0 0.00%
Total (N) 38 34.55% 32 29.09% 16 14.55% 24 21.82%
Of the 110 respondents surveyed,  58.18% (n=64) were school libraries,  the greatest number.  
Archives and public libraries, each 5.45% (n=6) while academic and special libraries at 4.55% 
(n=5) and 7.27% (n=8), respectively.  Respondents that declared others, 19.09%.
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Table 2.2.  
Respondents (N=110) distributed by primary function or service and reported additional 
functions and services.
Additional 
functions
Archives Public library Academic 
library
School library Special library Others
Coun
t
Count
% of N
Count Count
% of N
Count Count
% of 
N
Count Count
% of N
Count Count
% of N
Count Count% 
of N
Archives 0 0.00% 0 0.00% 3 2.73% 3 2.73% 3 2.73% 0 0.00%
Library, 
public library 0 0.00% 2 1.82% 1 0.91% 43 39.09% 4 3.64% 1 0.91%
Museum 2 1.82% 0 0.00% 0 0.00% 0 0.00% 0 0.00% 0 0.00%
Cultural 
resource 
management
1 0.91% 0 0.00% 0 0.00% 0 0.00% 0 0.00% 0 0.00%
Judicial 
services 1 0.91% 0 0.00% 0 0.00% 0 0.00% 0 0.00% 0 0.00%
Community 
center 0 0.00% 1 0.91% 0 0.00% 0 0.00% 0 0.00% 0 0.00%
Study hall, 
reading 
corner
0 0.00% 1 0.91% 0 0.00% 1 0.91% 0 0.00% 0 0.00%
Geographic 
information 
system
0 0.00% 0 0.00% 0 0.00% 0 0.00% 1 0.91% 0 0.00%
Tourism 
information 0 0.00% 0 0.00% 0 0.00% 0 0.00% 0 0.00% 1 0.91%
None 2 1.82% 2 1.82% 1 0.91% 17 15.45% 0 0.00% 19 17.27%
Total (N) 6 5.45% 6 5.45% 5 4.55% 64 58.18% 8 7.27% 21 18.18%
Of the six archives surveyed,  four reported that they also provide additional functions or 
services, such as museum, cultural resource management, and judicial services.  Likewise, of the 
six public libraries surveyed, four declared providing additional services that include library, 
community centers, and study hall (reading corners).   By and large, this is particularly 
characteristic of public libraries in the FSM where they also serve as school libraries for 
students from nearby elementary and high schools.
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The following charts provide specific distributions of additional services or functions provided 
by primary service or function.
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Three academic libraries surveyed also function as archives while one, as library, public library. 
This is specific of the COM-FSM Learning Resources Centers.  Of the 64 school libraries 
surveyed, 44 (or 69% of n) reported that they also function as public libraries and study hall or 
reading corner, while three, as archives.   Three of the eight special libraries surveyed indicated 
archives as additional services or functions provided, four as public libraries, and one providing 
services related to geographic information system. Of the 21 respondents with others as declared 
primary function or services, two indicated that they also function as public library and tourism 
information services.
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Of the 110 respondents surveyed, none declared museum as the primary function or service.  
However, survey results showed that two respondents (archives) indicated museum as additional 
function or service provided.
Internet access and website
Results showed that only 30% (n=33) of the 110 respondents surveyed have access to the 
Internet. and only 9.09% (or 10) of these 33 collecting or holding institutions maintain or 
maintain websites.  
Table 3.0.
Respondents by primary function or service distributed in terms of  (a) with Internet access and 
website, (b) with Internet access but no website, and (c) without Internet access.
With Internet/Website With Internet but no website Without Internet
Count Count% of N Count Count% of N Count Count% of N
Archives 0 0.00% 6 5.45% 0 0.00%
Public library 0 0.00% 4 3.64% 2 1.82%
Academic library 5 4.55% 0 0.00% 0 0.00%
School library 0 0.00% 20 18.18% 44 40.00%
Special library 3 2.73% 4 3.64% 1 0.91%
Museum 0 0.00% 0 0.00% 0 0.00%
Others 2 1.82% 1 0.91% 18 16.36%
Total (N) 10 9.09% 35 31.82% 65 59.09%
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Table 3.1.
Respondents (a) with Internet access and website, (b) with Internet access but no website, and (c) 
without Internet access distributed by State.
Pohnpei Chuuk Kosrae Yap
Count Count% 
of N
Count Count% of 
N
Count Count% 
of N
Count Count% 
of N
With internet and 
website
4 3.64% 1 0.91% 3 2.73% 2 1.82%
With internet but 
no website
10 9.09% 4 3.64% 0 0.00% 9 8.18%
Without internet 24 21.82% 27 24.55% 13 11.82% 13 11.82%
Total (N) 38 34.55% 32 29.09% 16 14.55% 24 21.82%
Type of governance
Survey results showed that of the 110 respondents, 89 (or 80.91%) are run by State governments, 
8 (or 7.27%) by either non-profit organizations or foundations, 4 (or 3.64%) by the FSM national 
government, 2 (or 1.84%) by non-profit corporate organizations, and 6 (or 5.45%) by college, 
university or other academic entity.  One participating holding institution is supervised by a 
religious group.  Table below shows the distribution by State.
Table 4.0.
Respondents (N=110) in terms of type of government distributed by State.
Governance
Pohnpei Chuuk Kosrae Yap
Count Count% 
of N
Count Count% 
of N
Count Count% 
of N
Count Count% 
of N
College, university 
or other academic 
entity
2 1.82% 1 0.91% 1 0.91% 2 1.82%
Non-profit, non-
government 
organization 
(NGO) or 
foundation
4 3.64% 1 0.91% 2 1.82% 1 0.91%
Corporate or for-
profit organization 2 1.82% 0 0.00% 0 0.00% 0 0.00%
National 
government 3 2.73% 0 0.00% 0 0.00% 1 0.91%
State government 27 24.55% 29 26.36% 13 11.82% 20 18.18%
Local village or 
municipality 0 0.00% 0 0.00% 0 0.00% 0 0.00%
Others 0 0.00% 1 0.91% 0 0.00% 0 0.00%
Total (N) 38 34.55% 32 29.09% 16 14.55% 24 21.82%
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Environmental controls
The 110 respondents were asked if they use environmental controls to meet temperature, relative 
humidity, and light level specifications for the preservation of their collections through the use of 
air conditioners, dehumidifiers, etc.  The responses were as follows:
1. 50.91% (or 56) of the respondents reported that they do not use environmental controls, 
i.e.,  no in all areas
2. 24 (or 21.82%) of the respondents use environmental controls in all areas.
3. 23 (or 20.91%) of the respondents use environmental controls in some areas.  
4. Six (or 5.45%) responded don’t know 
5. one respondent indicated not applicable.  
Table 5.0.
Respondents (N=110) distributed in frequency count and percentage in terms of usage of 
environmental controls for the preservation of their collections
Environmental Controls Count Count% of N
Yes, in all areas 24 21.82%
In some, but not all areas 23 20.91%
No, in no areas 56 50.91%
Don't know 6 5.45%
Not applicable 1 0.91%
Total (N) 110 100.00%
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The use of environmental controls for the preservation of collections is definitely one of the 
deficiencies among collecting or holding institutions in the FSM.  The foregoing Table 5.0 
shows that 50.91% (or 56) of the 110 respondents surveyed reported non-use of environmental 
controls for the preservation of their collections.  School libraries constitute the majority (35 or 
63% of n) of these 56 respondents.  The following tables show additional details, such as 
distributions by primary function or service, and State.
Table 5.1.
Respondents (N=110) distributed in terms of usage of environmental controls by primary service 
or function.
Archives Public library Academic library
School 
library
Special 
library Others
 Count Count% of N Count
Count% 
of N Count
Count% 
of N Count
Count
% of N Count
Count
% of N Count
Count
% of N
Yes, in all 
areas 2 1.82% 2 1.82% 3 2.73% 13 11.82% 2 1.82% 2 1.82%
In some, 
but not all 
areas
1 0.91% 2 1.82% 2 1.82% 12 10.91% 6 5.45% 0 0.00%
No, in no 
areas 2 1.82% 2 1.82% 0 0.00% 35 31.82% 0 0.00% 17 15.45%
Don't 
know 1 0.91% 0 0.00% 0 0.00% 4 3.64% 0 0.00% 1 0.91%
Not 
applicable 0 0.00% 0 0.00% 0 0.00% 0 0.00% 0 0.00% 1 0.91%
Total (N) 6 5.45% 6 5.45% 5 4.55% 64 58.18% 8 7.27% 21 19.09%
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Table 5.2  below shows that 17  (or 15.45%) respondents from Pohnpei State do not use 
environmental control in all areas, and 23 (or 20.91%) from Chuuk State.  Four (3.64%) 
respondents from Kosrae State while 12 (or 10.91%) from Yap State reported that they do not use 
environmental control in all areas.
Table 5.2.
Respondents (N=110) distributed in terms of usage of environmental controls by State.
Environmental 
Controls
Pohnpei Chuuk Kosrae Yap
Count Count% of 
N
Count Count% 
of N
Count Count% 
of N
Count Count% of 
N
Yes, in all areas 13 11.82% 1 0.91% 8 7.27% 2 1.82%
In some, but not all 
areas 7 6.36% 5 4.55% 4 3.64% 7 6.36%
No, in no areas 17 15.45% 23 20.91% 4 3.64% 12 10.91%
Don't know 1 0.91% 2 1.82% 0 0.00% 3 2.73%
Not applicable 0 0.00% 1 0.91% 0 0.00% 0 0.00%
Total (N) 38 34.55% 32 29.09% 16 14.55% 24 21.82%
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Adequate storage areas for the collections
Storage areas adequate enough to accommodate the collections with safe access and the use of 
storage furnitures have been identified as among the areas of needs by collecting or holding 
institutions in all of the four States of the FSM.  The following tables shows the distributions.
Table 6.0.
Respondents  distributed by estimated percentage of collections adequately stored
N=110
Percent of collections Count Count% of N
0% 15 13.64%
1-19% 14 12.73%
20-29% 20 18.18%
40-59% 15 13.64%
60-79% 10 9.09%
80-99% 17 15.45%
100% 7 6.36%
Don't know 12 10.91%
Total (N) 110 100.00%
Of the Pohnpei State’s 38 collecting or holding institutions surveyed,  14 (or 36.84% of n) have 
Internet access with only 4 (or 10.52% of n) maintaining websites.  Of the 32 respondents from 
Chuuk State, five (or 15.63% of n) indicated access to the Internet; however,  only one of these 
five holding or collecting institutions reported maintaining a website.  For Kosrae State, only 
three (or 18.75% of n) have access to the Internet and none of these collecting or holding 
institutions maintain a website.  Finally, of Yap State’s 24 respondents surveyed,  11 (or 45.83% 
of n)  have access to the Internet; however,  two of these institutions maintain websites.  Table 
3.1 shows the distribution by State.
Table 3.1.
Respondents (a) with Internet access and website, (b) with Internet access but no website, and (c) 
without Internet access distributed by State.
Pohnpei Chuuk Kosrae Yap
Count Count% 
of N
Count Count% of 
N
Count Count% 
of N
Count Count% 
of N
With internet and 
website
4 3.64% 1 0.91% 3 2.73% 2 1.82%
With internet but 
no website
10 9.09% 4 3.64% 0 0.00% 9 8.18%
Without internet 24 21.82% 27 24.55% 13 11.82% 13 11.82%
Total (N) 38 34.55% 32 29.09% 16 14.55% 24 21.82%
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Type of governance
Survey results showed that of the 110 respondents, 89 (or 80.91%) are run by State governments, 
8 (or 7.27%) by either non-profit organizations or foundations, 4 (or 3.64%) by the FSM national 
government, 2 (or 1.84%) by non-profit corporate organizations, and 6 (or 5.45%) by college, 
university or other academic entity.  One participating holding institution is supervised by a 
religious group.  Table below shows the distribution by State.
Table 4.0.
Respondents (N=110) in terms of type of government distributed by State.
Governance
Pohnpei Chuuk Kosrae Yap
Count Count% 
of N
Count Count% 
of N
Count Count% 
of N
Count Count% 
of N
College, university 
or other academic 
entity
2 1.82% 1 0.91% 1 0.91% 2 1.82%
Non-profit, non-
government 
organization 
(NGO) or 
foundation
4 3.64% 1 0.91% 2 1.82% 1 0.91%
Corporate or for-
profit organization 2 1.82% 0 0.00% 0 0.00% 0 0.00%
National 
government 3 2.73% 0 0.00% 0 0.00% 1 0.91%
State government 27 24.55% 29 26.36% 13 11.82% 20 18.18%
Local village or 
municipality 0 0.00% 0 0.00% 0 0.00% 0 0.00%
Others 0 0.00% 1 0.91% 0 0.00% 0 0.00%
Total (N) 38 34.55% 32 29.09% 16 14.55% 24 21.82%
Environmental controls
The 110 respondents were asked if they use environmental controls to meet temperature, relative 
humidity, and light level specifications for the preservation of their collections through the use of 
air conditioners, dehumidifiers, etc.  The responses were as follows:
1. 50.91% (or 56) of the respondents reported that they do not use environmental controls, 
i.e.,  no in all areas
2. 24 (or 21.82%) of the respondents use environmental controls in all areas.
3. 23 (or 20.91%) of the respondents use environmental controls in some areas.  
4. Six (or 5.45%) responded don’t know 
5. one respondent indicated not applicable.  
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Table 5.0.
Respondents (N=110) distributed in frequency count and percentage in terms of usage of 
environmental controls for the preservation of their collections
Environmental Controls Count Count% of N
Yes, in all areas 24 21.82%
In some, but not all areas 23 20.91%
No, in no areas 56 50.91%
Don't know 6 5.45%
Not applicable 1 0.91%
Total (N) 110 100.00%
The use of environmental controls for the preservation of collections is definitely one of the 
deficiencies among collecting or holding institutions in the FSM.  The foregoing Table 5.0 
shows that 50.91% (or 56) of the 110 respondents surveyed reported non-use of environmental 
controls for the preservation of their collections.  School libraries constitute the majority (35 or 
63% of n) of these 56 respondents.  The following tables show additional details, such as 
distributions by primary function or service, and State.
Table 5.1.
Respondents (N=110) distributed in terms of usage of environmental controls by primary service 
or function.
Archives Public library Academic library
School 
library
Special 
library Others
 Count Count% of N Count
Count% 
of N Count
Count% 
of N Count
Count
% of N Count
Count
% of N Count
Count
% of N
Yes, in all 
areas 2 1.82% 2 1.82% 3 2.73% 13 11.82% 2 1.82% 2 1.82%
In some, 
but not all 
areas
1 0.91% 2 1.82% 2 1.82% 12 10.91% 6 5.45% 0 0.00%
No, in no 
areas 2 1.82% 2 1.82% 0 0.00% 35 31.82% 0 0.00% 17 15.45%
Don't 
know 1 0.91% 0 0.00% 0 0.00% 4 3.64% 0 0.00% 1 0.91%
Not 
applicable 0 0.00% 0 0.00% 0 0.00% 0 0.00% 0 0.00% 1 0.91%
Total (N) 6 5.45% 6 5.45% 5 4.55% 64 58.18% 8 7.27% 21 19.09%
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Table 5.2  below shows that 17  (or 15.45%) respondents from Pohnpei State do not use 
environmental control in all areas, and 23 (or 20.91%) from Chuuk State.  Four (3.64%) 
respondents from Kosrae State while 12 (or 10.91%) from Yap State reported that they do not use 
environmental control in all areas.
Table 5.2.
Respondents (N=110) distributed in terms of usage of environmental controls by State.
Environmental 
Controls
Pohnpei Chuuk Kosrae Yap
Count Count% of 
N
Count Count% 
of N
Count Count% 
of N
Count Count% of 
N
Yes, in all areas 13 11.82% 1 0.91% 8 7.27% 2 1.82%
In some, but not all 
areas 7 6.36% 5 4.55% 4 3.64% 7 6.36%
No, in no areas 17 15.45% 23 20.91% 4 3.64% 12 10.91%
Don't know 1 0.91% 2 1.82% 0 0.00% 3 2.73%
Not applicable 0 0.00% 1 0.91% 0 0.00% 0 0.00%
Total (N) 38 34.55% 32 29.09% 16 14.55% 24 21.82%
Adequate storage areas for the collections
Storage areas adequate enough to accommodate the collections with safe access and the use of 
storage furnitures have been identified as among the areas of needs by collecting or holding 
institutions in all of the four States of the FSM.  The following tables shows the distributions.
Table 6.0.
Respondents  distributed by estimated percentage of collections adequately stored
N=110
Percent of collections Count Count% of N
0% 15 13.64%
1-19% 14 12.73%
20-29% 20 18.18%
40-59% 15 13.64%
60-79% 10 9.09%
80-99% 17 15.45%
100% 7 6.36%
Don't know 12 10.91%
Total (N) 110 100.00%
While 13.64% (or 15) of the 110 respondents surveyed indicated that absolute deficiency in 
adequate storage areas and furnitures to accommodate their collections, 44.55% (or 49) and 
24.54% (or 27)  reported that only 1-59% and 60-99% of their collections are adequately stored, 
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respectively.  Only seven (or 6.36%) of the respondents have storage areas and furnitures 
adequate enough to store 100% of their collections.  The following Tables 7.0 and 8.0 show the 
distributions of the 110 respondents in terms of estimated percentages of collections stored in 
adequate storage areas and furnitures by primary service or function and State.
Table 7.0.
Estimated percentage of collections adequately stored by primary service or function
N=110
Archives Public library Academic 
library
School library Special 
library
Others
Count Count
% of N
Coun
t
Count% 
of N
Count Count
% of N
Count Count% 
of N
Coun
t
Count
% of N
Count Count
% of N
0% 1 0.91% 0 0.00% 0 0.00% 10 9.09% 0 0.00% 4 3.64%
1-19% 0 0.00% 0 0.00% 0 0.00% 9 8.18% 0 0.00% 5 4.55%
20-29% 1 0.91% 2 1.82% 2 1.82% 11 10.00% 2 1.82% 2 1.82%
40-59% 1 0.91% 3 2.73% 0 0.00% 8 7.27% 1 0.91% 2 1.82%
60-79% 1 0.91% 1 0.91% 1 0.91% 4 3.64% 2 1.82% 1 0.91%
80-99% 1 0.91% 0 0.00% 2 1.82% 10 9.09% 1 0.91% 3 2.73%
100% 0 0.00% 0 0.00% 0 0.00% 6 5.45% 1 0.91% 0 0.00%
Don't 
know
1 0.91% 0 0.00% 0 0.00% 6 5.45% 1 0.91% 4 3.64%
Total (N) 6 5.45% 6 5.45% 5 4.55% 64 58.18% 8 7.27% 21 19.09%
Table 8.0.
Estimated percentage of collections adequately stored by State
N=110
Pohnpei Chuuk Kosrae Yap
Count Count% of 
N
Count Count% of 
N
Count Count% of 
N
Count Count% 
of N
0% 4 3.64% 4 3.64% 1 0.91% 6 5.45%
1-19% 1 0.91% 6 5.45% 2 1.82% 5 4.55%
20-29% 7 6.36% 6 5.45% 4 3.64% 3 2.73%
40-59% 4 3.64% 5 4.55% 4 3.64% 2 1.82%
60-79% 5 4.55% 1 0.91% 2 1.82% 2 1.82%
80-99% 8 7.27% 4 3.64% 2 1.82% 3 2.73%
100% 6 5.45% 0 0.00% 0 0.00% 1 0.91%
Don't know 3 2.73% 6 5.45% 1 0.91% 2 1.82%
Total (N) 38 34.55% 32 29.09% 16 14.55% 24 21.82%
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Table 9.0 below shows that 81 (73.64%) of the 110 respondents surveyed expressed the need and 
urgent need for additional on-site storage with only 18 (or 16.36%) indicated that they don’t have 
need for additional on-site storage.  Additionally, 74.55 (or 82) of the respondents reported the 
need and urgent need for renovated storage space as against 12 (or 10.91%) respondents who 
shared that they do not need any type or level of renovation in the storage space for their 
collections.
Finally, 83.64% (or 92) of the respondents reported the need and urgent need for new or 
improved storage furnitures as well as accessories with only 7.27% (or 8 respondents) expressing 
that the no need for additional storage furnitures and accessories.  
Table 9.0.
Degree of improvement needed in each category (Storage areas that are not adequate)
N=110
No need Need Urgent need Don't know Not applicable
Coun
t
Count% 
of N
Count Count% 
of N
Count Count% 
of N
Count Count% 
of N
Count Count% 
of N
Additional 
on-site 
storage
18 16.36% 54 49.09% 27 24.55% 8 7.27% 3 2.73%
Renovated 
storage space 12 10.91% 46 41.82% 36 32.73% 9 8.18% 7 6.36%
New or 
improved 
storage 
furniture/
accessories
8 7.27% 45 40.91% 47 42.73% 8 7.27% 2 1.82%
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Preservation activities
Preservation planning assessments help institutions identify and prioritize the overall 
preservation needs of their collections and then prepare a course of action to address them over 
time (A. Altobellis, 2011, p. 13).   Results of the survey showed that preservation planning and 
appropriate training for staff to carry out tasks related to caring of the collections are identified 
as among the areas of needs by collecting or holding institutions in the FSM.
Mission statement that includes preservation of collection
The 110 respondents were asked the question (D1): Does the mission of your institution include 
preservation of your collection? More than half of the respondents (51.81% or 57) indicated that 
their institutions have (a) a mission statements but does not include preservation of their 
collections (50 or 45.45%),  and (b) do not have a mission statement (7 or 6.36%).   Only 30 (or 
27.27%) respondents reported having a mission statement that includes preservation of their 
collections, while 23 (or 20.91%) expressed no knowledge or awareness as to whether or not 
their institutions have a mission statement that includes preservation of their collections.
Table 10.0.
Mission statement: Distribution by primary service or function
N=110
Yes No Don't know No mission 
statement
Count Count% 
of N
Count Count% 
of N
Count Count% 
of N
Count Count% 
of N
Archives 6 5.45% 0 0.00% 0 0.00% 0 0.00%
Public library 1 0.91% 3 2.73% 0 0.00% 2 1.82%
Academic library 4 3.64% 1 0.91% 0 0.00% 0 0.00%
School library 13 11.82% 39 35.45% 11 10.00% 1 0.91%
Special library 3 2.73% 1 0.91% 2 1.82% 2 1.82%
Museum 0 0.00% 0 0.00% 0 0.00% 0 0.00%
Others 3 2.73% 6 5.45% 10 9.09% 2 1.82%
Total (N) 30 27.27% 50 45.45% 23 20.91% 7 6.36%
__________
 
 Altobellis, A. (2011).  Massachusetts Connecting to Collections Statewide Preservation Survey: Final 
Report.  Andover, MA: Northeast Document Conservation Center.
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Written, long-range preservation plan for the care of collection
A vast majority of the respondents (68 or 61.82%) surveyed reported that they do not have a 
written, long-range preservation plan  for the care of their collections. Only 21 (or 19.09%) of 
the 110 respondents indicated that their institutions have a written, long-range preservation plan 
for the care of their collections; however, near half of them have an outdated plan.  10 
respondents (or 10.00%) expressed that they are currently developing the a preservation plan for 
the care of their institutions’ collections.
Table 11.0.
Written long-range preservation plan: Distribution by primary service or function
N=110
Yes Yes, but not updated
No, but one is 
being 
developed
No Don't know
Coun
t
Count% 
of N
Count Count% 
of N
Count Count% 
of N
Coun
t
Count% 
of N
Count Count% 
of N
Archives 1 0.91% 1 0.91% 0 0.00% 4 3.64% 0 0.00%
Public 
library 0 0.00% 2 1.82% 2 1.82% 2 1.82% 0 0.00%
Academic 
library 0 0.00% 1 0.91% 0 0.00% 3 2.73% 1 0.91%
School 
library 9 8.18% 5 4.55% 6 5.45% 40 36.36% 4 3.64%
Special 
library 0 0.00% 0 0.00% 1 0.91% 5 4.55% 2 1.82%
Museum 0 0.00% 0 0.00% 0 0.00% 0 0.00% 0 0.00%
Others 1 0.91% 1 0.91% 2 1.82% 14 12.73% 3 2.73%
Total (N) 11 10.00% 10 9.09% 11 10.00% 68 61.82% 10 9.09%
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Emergency or disaster plan
Table 12.0 below shows that only 15 (or 13.63%) of the 110 respondents surveyed have a written 
emergency or disaster plan; however, only eight of these 20 collecting or holding institutions 
have an updated plan, while six and one with an outdate plan and a pocket plan developed at the 
2007 workshop in Tinian, respectively.  Majority of the respondents (76 or 69.09%) reported that 
their institutions currently do not have an emergency or disaster plan, and six (or 5.45%) 
respondents expressed that their institutions are currently developing an emergency or disaster 
plan for their collections.
Table 12.0.
Written emergency or disaster plan: Distribution by primary service or function
N=110
Yes Yes, but not updated
No, but one is 
being 
developed
No Don't know Only pocket plan
Count Count% 
of N
Count Count
% of N
Count Count
% of N
Coun
t
Count% 
of N
Count Count% 
of N
Coun
t
Count
% of N
Archives 0 0.00% 2 1.82% 0 0.00% 4 3.64% 0 0.00% 0 0.00%
Public 
library 1 0.91% 0 0.00% 3 2.73% 2 1.82% 0 0.00% 0 0.00%
Academi
c library 2 1.82% 2 1.82% 0 0.00% 1 0.91% 0 0.00% 0 0.00%
School 
library 2 1.82% 2 1.82% 2 1.82% 51 46.36% 7 6.36% 0 0.00%
Special 
library 1 0.91% 0 0.00% 1 0.91% 3 2.73% 2 1.82% 1 0.91%
Museum 0 0.00% 0 0.00% 0 0.00% 0 0.00% 0 0.00% 0 0.00%
Others 2 1.82% 0 0.00% 0 0.00% 15 13.64% 4 3.64% 0 0.00%
Total 
(N)
8 7.27% 6 5.45% 6 5.45% 76 69.09% 13 11.82% 1 0.91%
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Figure 8.0 below shows that of the 110 collecting or holding institutions surveyed, 51.82% (or 
57) respondents expressed the lack of training for their staff to carry out what had been outlined 
in their emergency or disaster plans as compared to only 4.55% (or 5) whose staff are trained to 
carry out such tasks.
Figure 8.0.  Distribution in frequency count  of the respondents’ (N=110) responses to question 
D4 of the C2C Statewide Planning Grant project’s conservation needs assessment survey: If you 
have a written emergency or disaster plan, is your staff trained to carry it out?
Storage of vital records and security systems
The survey asked the respondents if (a) vital collection records which include but by any means 
not limited to inventory, catalog, and server backups are stored offsite, and (b) they have 
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adequate security systems to help prevent theft or vandalism of their collections.  Tables 13.0 and 
14.0 below show the distributions (in frequency count and percentages) of responses.
Table 13.0.
Vital collection records stored offsite: Distribution by primary service or function
N=110
Yes Some but not all No
Don't have 
copies Don't know
Don't have 
collection 
records
Count Count
% of N
Coun
t
Count
% of N
Count Count% 
of N
Count Count% 
of N
Coun
t
Count% 
of N
Count Count
% of N
Archives 0 0.00% 3 2.73% 3 2.73% 0 0.00% 0 0.00% 0 0.00%
Public 
library 1 0.91% 0 0.00% 3 2.73% 1 0.91% 0 0.00% 1 0.91%
Academi
c library 1 0.91% 2 1.82% 2 1.82% 0 0.00% 0 0.00% 0 0.00%
School 
library 1 0.91% 7 6.36% 41 37.27% 3 2.73% 3 2.73% 9 8.18%
Special 
library 3 2.73% 2 1.82% 3 2.73% 0 0.00% 0 0.00% 0 0.00%
Museum 0 0.00% 0 0.00% 0 0.00% 0 0.00% 0 0.00% 0 0.00%
Others 2 1.82% 1 0.91% 8 7.27% 3 2.73% 3 2.73% 4 3.64%
Total (N) 8 7.27% 15 13.64% 60 54.55% 7 6.36% 6 5.45% 14 12.73%
Table 14.0.
Adequate security systems: Distribution by primary service or function
N=110
Yes In some, but not 
all areas
No Don't know
Count Count% 
of N
Count Count% 
of N
Count Count% 
of N
Count Count% 
of N
Archives 1 0.91% 0 0.00% 5 4.55% 0 0.00%
Public library 1 0.91% 1 0.91% 4 3.64% 0 0.00%
Academic library 1 0.91% 1 0.91% 2 1.82% 1 0.91%
School library 4 3.64% 7 6.36% 51 46.36% 2 1.82%
Special library 0 0.00% 1 0.91% 6 5.45% 1 0.91%
Museum 0 0.00% 0 0.00% 0 0.00% 0 0.00%
Others 0 0.00% 0 0.00% 20 18.18% 1 0.91%
Total (N) 7 6.36% 10 9.09% 88 80.00% 5 4.55%
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88 (or 80.00%) reported that their institutions do not have security systems (e.g., security guard, 
staff observation, intrusion detection) crucial to preventing theft or vandalism of their 
collections.  This figure represents a significant majority of the 110 respondents surveyed as 
compared to only 17 (or 15.45%) who indicated having security systems both in all and some 
areas.  This is another area of concern among collecting and holding institutions in the FSM 
especially as evidenced  by 59.09% of the 110 respondents surveyed reporting that some and 
significant damage or loss of their collections are often attributed to vandalism.
Staffing for conservation/preservation
Survey results showed that 60% (or 66) of the 110 holding or collecting institutions surveyed 
reported that they do not have staff person who is specifically assigned with preservation or 
conservation responsibilities.  However, 11 respondents (or 10.00%) indicated that their 
institutions have paid staff assigned to perform these responsibilities while 33 (or 30.00%) 
respondents have these tasks assigned as additional functions  to other staff and volunteers, as 
needed.
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Table 14.0.
Staffing for conservation/preservation: Distribution by primary service or function
N=110
Staffing for 
preservation
Archives Public library School library Special library
Academic 
library Others
Count Count% of N Count
Count% 
of N Count
Count% 
of N Count
Count% 
of N Count
Count% 
of N Count
Count% 
of N
Paid staff 
(full-time or 
part-time)
1 0.91% 0 0.00% 9 8.18% 0 0.00% 0 0.00% 1 0.91%
Volunteers 
(full-time or 
part-time)
1 0.91% 0 0.00% 4 3.64% 1 0.91% 0 0.00% 0 0.00%
Duties 
assigned to 
various staff 
as need
1 0.91% 1 0.91% 10 9.09% 1 0.91% 0 0.00% 5 4.55%
No staff 
person has 
conservation
/
preservation 
responsibilit
ies
3 2.73% 5 4.55% 39 35.45% 5 4.55% 0 0.00% 14 12.73%
No staff 
person has 
conservation
/
preservation 
responsibilit
ies but 
duties are 
assigned to 
various staff 
as needed
0 0.00% 0 0.00% 0 0.00% 0 0.00% 1 0.91% 1 0.91%
No staff 
person has 
conservation
/
preservation 
responsibilit
ies but 
duties are 
assigned to 
volunteers
0 0.00% 0 0.00% 2 1.82% 0 0.00% 4 3.64% 0 0.00%
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Assigned to 
paid staff, 
volunteers 
and various 
staff as 
needed
0 0.00% 0 0.00% 0 0.00% 1 0.91% 0 0.00% 0 0.00%
Total (N) 6 5.45% 6 5.45% 64 58.18% 8 7.27% 5 4.55% 21 19.09%
Conservation/Preservation program
The 110 respondents were also asked to respond to the survey question (D8): What does your 
conservation or preservation program include? Responses are summarized as follows:
1. 42.73% of the respondents have materials conserved either by housekeeping, holdings 
maintenance, rehousing or environmental monitoring, and 15.45% reported this as a 
program underway.  However, near half of the respondents (36.36%) indicated that they 
do not practice preventive conservation.
2. 24.55% implement preservation management, such as administration, planning 
assessment, and the like. 17.27% have this conservation or preservation program 
underway.  However, a vast majority of the respondents (53.64%) reported that they have 
not done this preservation or conservation activity.  
3. 21.82% reported having conservation treatment program for their collections that 
includes activities, such as repair, mass deacidification, specimen preparation, and 
others.  15.45% responded that this program is currently being planned by their 
institutions, while a significant 55.45% of the respondents reported that their institutions 
have not done this conservation program.
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4. Only 8.18% implement preservation reformatting program for their collections.  This 
program includes photocopying and microfilming of valuable collections. 13.64% 
reported that while their institutions have not done this program, they are currently 
planning to use preservation photocopying to reformat their materials.  However, 39.09% 
indicated not practicing this conservation program, and the same figure reporting that this 
program is not applicable for their institutions.
5. 16.36% of the respondents preserve copies of media collections and maintain equipment, 
while 10.91 expressed that preservation of audio-visual media and playback equipment is 
currently planned by their institutions.  38.18% have not done this preservation program, 
and 34.55% indicated the non-applicability of this program to their institutions, i.e., 
majority of the respondents surveyed reported that they do not maintain audio-visual 
collections.
6. 17.27% practice preservation of digital materials and electronic records collections, such 
as but certainly not limited to migrating data to current software; while 12.73% of the 
respondents are currently planning this preservation program for their collections, and  
35.45% expressed that they have not done this.  While 34.55% indicated the non-
applicability of this activity to their institutions (majority of the respondents surveyed 
reported that they do not maintain audio-visual collections).
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Table 15.0.
Conservation/Preservation program
N=110
Preservation 
program
Done by 
institution staff
Not done currently, 
but planned Not done Not applicable
Count Count% 
of N
Count Count% 
of N
Count Count% 
of N
Count Count% 
of N
Preventive 
conservation 47 42.73% 17 15.45% 40 36.36% 6 5.45%
Preservation 
management 27 24.55% 19 17.27% 59 53.64% 5 4.55%
Conservation 
treatment 24 21.82% 17 15.45% 61 55.45% 8 7.27%
Preservation 
reformatting 9 8.18% 15 13.64% 43 39.09% 43 39.09%
Preservation of 
audio-visual 
media and 
playback 
equipment
18 16.36% 12 10.91% 42 38.18% 38 34.55%
Preservation of 
digital materials
19 17.27% 14 12.73% 39 35.45% 38 34.55%
Preservation of digital collections
14.55% (or 16) of the respondents surveyed reported that the responsibility to preserve digital 
collections is included in their institutions’ conservation/preservation mission or program as 
compared to  48.18% (or 53) that indicated the opposite.  However, 37.27% (or 41) responded no 
knowledge or awareness and non-applicability of this to their institutions as well as collections.  
Table 16.0 shows the details of the distributions.
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Table 16.0.
Does your institution’s conservation/preservation mission or program include the responsibility 
to preserve digital collections?
N=110
Holding 
institution
Yes No Don't know Not applicable
Count Count% of 
N
Count Count% 
of N
Count Count% of 
N
Count Count% of 
N
Archives 3 2.73% 0 0.00% 3 2.73% 0 0.00%
Public library 0 0.00% 4 3.64% 1 0.91% 1 0.91%
Academic library 2 1.82% 1 0.91% 1 0.91% 1 0.91%
School library 5 4.55% 37 33.64% 8 7.27% 14 12.73%
Special library 3 2.73% 2 1.82% 3 2.73% 0 0.00%
Museum 0 0.00% 0 0.00% 0 0.00% 0 0.00%
Others 3 2.73% 9 8.18% 2 1.82% 7 6.36%
Total (N) 16 14.55% 53 48.18% 18 16.36% 23 20.91%
Level of needs in areas related to conservation/preservation
The 110 respondents were also asked to (D10) provide the level of needs in areas related to 
conservation or preservation of their collections:  Responses are hereby summarized as follows:
1. 89.09% of the respondents reported the need and urgent need of finding aid or cataloging 
of collections.  This figure represents a significant majority of the 110 collecting or 
holding institutions in the FSM surveyed.  This finding is also affirmed by 66 (or 60%) of 
the respondents indicated that they do not have a catalog of any kind of their collections.
2. A vast majority of the respondents (90.91%  or 100) expressed varying degree of needs 
for condition surveys or assessments of their collections. This support the premise of this 
C2C Statewide Planning Grant project: “no formal comprehensive conservation needs 
assessment has previously been undertaken in any of the holding or collecting institutions 
in the FSM.”  Indeed, this is a major area of concern.  According to A. Altobellis (2011), 
“Preservation planning and assessments help institutions identify and prioritize the 
overall preservation needs of their collections and then prepare a course of action to 
address them over time” (p. 13).
3. Staff training is another area where a significant majority of the respondents (95.46%) 
reported variety of needs.
4. 81.82% of the respondents expressed the need and urgent need of security systems for 
their collections especially to safeguard them from theft and vandalism (59.09% reported 
that some or significant damage or loss to their collections are often attributed to 
vandalism).
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5. \85.45% reported the varying level of needs for environmental controls, such as air 
conditioning, de-humidifying, and others.  This is particularly critical considering that 
FSM  lies in the tropics with temperatures ranging from 850 to 950 with humidity around 
85%; as such, the climate has significant negative impact on the facilities and holdings of 
collecting institutions.  
6. More than half of the respondents (65.46%) indicated the need and urgent need of 
improvements to reduce the exposure to light (light control) of their collections as 
compared to only 18.18% reporting that they have such facility crucial to the preservation 
or conservation of their holdings.
7. 69.09% declared that their institutions need and urgently need conservation treatments of 
their current holdings that include but by any means not limited to specimen preparation.  
This figure represents a majority of the 110 collecting or holding institutions as compared 
to 5.54% expressing no need for such.
8. 57.27% of the 110 respondents surveyed indicated the need for the preservation of their 
digital collections of their institutions; however, 4.55% reported that they do not need 
such, while 30.91% declared the non-applicability of this to their institutions or holdings.
9. Integrated pest management or approaches to prevent or solve pest problems in an 
efficient and ecologically sound manner is another major area where the majority of the 
respondents reported varying levels of need.  Survey results show that 81.82% reported 
the need and urgent need of integrated pest management for their institutions and 
holdings while only 3.64% expressed no need for this preservation approach.
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Table 17.0.
Level of needs in the following areas related to conservation/preservation
N=110
No need Need Urgent need Don't know Not applicable
Count Count% of N
Coun
t
Count% 
of N Count
Count% 
of N Count
Count% 
of N
Coun
t
Count% 
of N
Finding aid or 
cataloging of 
collections
6 5.45% 57 51.82% 41 37.27% 6 5.45% 0 0.00%
Assessment of 
collections 1 0.91% 65 59.09% 35 31.82% 8 7.27% 1 0.91%
Staff training 0 0.00% 60 54.55% 45 40.91% 5 4.55% 0 0.00%
Security 13 11.82% 57 51.82% 33 30.00% 7 6.36% 0 0.00%
Environmental 
controls 8 7.27% 58 52.73% 36 32.73% 8 7.27% 0 0.00%
Improvements 
to reduce 
collection 
exposure to 
light
20 18.18% 48 43.64% 24 21.82% 17 15.45% 1 0.91%
Conservation 
treatment 6 5.45% 47 42.73% 29 26.36% 22 20.00% 6 5.45%
Preservation of 
digital 
collections
5 4.55% 47 42.73% 16 14.55% 8 7.27% 34 30.91%
Integrated pest 
management 4 3.64% 43 39.09% 47 42.73% 12 10.91% 4 3.64%
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Causes of damage or loss of access to collections
The 110 respondents were also asked to (D11) identify all the causes of the damage or loss of 
access for all their collections that are currently in need of treatment?:  Eleven that most likely 
cause damage or loss of access to collections were provided to the respondents, and they 
included: handling; water or moisture;  light, airborne particles or pollutants; fire; improper 
storage; pests; vandalism; physical or chemical deterioration; outdated media, equipment, 
hardware, disk drives; and prior treatments or restorations.  
The responses are summarized as well as ranked in terms of the level of damage or loss of access 
to collections as follows:
1. Pests topped the list of what most likely causes the damage o loss of access to collections  
(74.55%).  This is followed by damages or loss of access to collections resulting 
improper storage or enclosure, such as bent, creased, adhered together (72.72%).
2. 70.00% of the respondents attributed the damage or loss of access to collections to 
airborne particles or pollutants, such as dust, soot and others.
3. 66.36% reported damages or loss of access to collections caused by water or moisture 
(e.g., mold, stains, warping), while 62.73% from handling (e.g., by researchers, staff, in 
shipping).
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4. 60.91% cited physical or chemical deterioration which may be due to temperature, 
humidity, aging (e.g., brittle paper, flaked paint, cracked leather, degradation of electronic 
media) as the cause of damages or loss of access to collections.
5. 59.09% attributed them to vandalism.
6. 53.64% indicated damages or loss to access of collection resulting from obsolescence of 
media, equipment, hardware, software, and others materials; while 49.09% attributed 
them to results of prior treatments, such as the use of cellophane tape for book repairs, 
and others.
7. 46.36% of the respondents reported that the damages and loss of access to collections 
were caused by light (e.g., fading or discoloration of materials) while 18.18% attributed 
them to fire.
Table 18.0.
Causes of the damage or loss of access to collections
N=110
Causes
No damage or 
loss
Some damage or 
loss
Significant damage 
or loss
Don't know
Count Count% 
of N
Count Count% 
of N
Count Count% 
of N
Count Count% 
of N
Handling (e.g., by 
researchers, staff, etc.) 17 15.45% 42 38.18% 27 24.55% 24 21.82%
Water or moisture 
(e.g., mold, stains, etc.) 18 16.36% 41 37.27% 32 29.09% 19 17.27%
Light (e.g., fading, 
discoloration) 29 26.36% 31 28.18% 20 18.18% 30 27.27%
Airborne particulates 
or pollutants 8 7.27% 49 44.55% 28 25.45% 25 22.73%
Fire 62 56.36% 9 8.18% 11 10.00% 28 25.45%
Improper storage or 
enclosure 11 10.00% 50 45.45% 30 27.27% 19 17.27%
Pests 12 10.91% 55 50.00% 27 24.55% 16 14.55%
Vandalism 25 22.73% 46 41.82% 19 17.27% 20 18.18%
Physical or chemical 
deterioration 18 16.36% 38 34.55% 29 26.36% 25 22.73%
Outdated media, 
equipment, hardware, 
software, disk drives
18 16.36% 29 26.36% 30 27.27% 33 30.00%
Prior treatment or 
restoration
16 14.55% 33 30.00% 21 19.09% 40 36.36%
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Conservation/Preservation awareness activities
Table 18.0 below shows the distributions in frequency count and percentages of the 110 
respondents surveyed in terms of promoting conservation or preservation awareness activities.  
More than half of the respondents (61 or 55.45%) reported that their institutions do not promote 
preservation or conservation awareness activities that include: (a) educating collection users 
about preservation activities, (b) presenting preservation activities to collection users, (c) 
highlighting preservation activities in exhibitions or other programs for the public, (d) serving as 
a source for conservation information to the public, and (e) featuring preservation on web site.  
However, 7.27% (or 8) of the respondents surveyed indicated that their institutions have these 
activities, and the same figure (7.27% or 8) have these activities being planned or underway.
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Table 19.0.
Conservation/preservation awareness activities
N=110
Yes No
Not done 
currently, but 
planned
Don't know Not applicable
Count Count% 
of N
Count Count% 
of N
Count Count% 
of N
Count Count% 
of N
Count Count% 
of N
Educating 
collection users 
about preservation 
activities
38 34.55% 47 42.73% 10 9.09% 5 4.55% 10 9.09%
Presenting 
preservation 
activities to 
collection users
21 19.09% 52 47.27% 15 13.64% 7 6.36% 15 13.64%
Highlighting 
preservation 
activities in 
exhibitions or 
other programs for 
the public
18 16.36% 62 56.36% 8 7.27% 12 10.91% 10 9.09%
Serving as a 
source for 
conservation/
preservation
30 27.27% 54 49.09% 8 7.27% 9 8.18% 9 8.18%
Featuring 
preservation work 
on Web site
8 7.27% 61 55.45% 8 7.27% 6 5.45% 27 24.55%
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Expenditures and funding
The 110 respondents were asked (E1) if they have funds specifically allocated for conservation/
preservation activities.  
Table 19.0 below shows that only 4.55% (or 5) of the respondents have funds specifically 
allocated for the conservation or preservation activities of their institutions as against the vast 
majority  (67.27% or  74) who indicated that they do not have budget to finance such activities.  
However, 15.45% (or 17) stated that while they do not have specific line items for conservation/
preservation activities, other funds are available in their institutions’ budget.  12.73% (or 14) 
expressed no knowledge or awareness about their institutions’ budgets whether or not they 
include line items specific to financing preservation/conservation activities.
Table 20.0.
Funding for preservation
N=110
Holding 
institution
Yes
No specific line 
item in budget but 
other budgeted 
funds are available
No Don't know
Count Count% 
of N
Count Count% 
of N
Count Count% 
of N
Count Count% 
of N
Archives 2 1.82% 2 1.82% 1 0.91% 1 0.91%
Public library 1 0.91% 1 0.91% 4 3.64% 0 0.00%
Academic library 0 0.00% 5 4.55% 0 0.00% 0 0.00%
School library 1 0.91% 5 4.55% 51 46.36% 7 6.36%
Special library 1 0.91% 1 0.91% 2 1.82% 4 3.64%
Museum 0 0.00% 0 0.00% 0 0.00% 0 0.00%
Others 0 0.00% 3 2.73% 16 14.55% 2 1.82%
Total (N) 5 4.55% 17 15.45% 74 67.27% 14 12.73%
The amount of funding for preservation/conservation activities that the five (4.55%) of the 
respondents indicated are as follows: archives ($2,000.00-$20,000.00), public library 
($58,000.00), school library ($5,000.00), and special library ($8,000.00).  Based on the results 
of the survey, lack of funding especially those that are allocated specific for the preservation or 
conservation of collections is another area of concern collectively shared by libraries and other 
holding institutions in the FSM.
Collections and holdings
Catalog
Of the 110 holding or collecting institutions surveyed, 66 (or 60.00%) reported that they do not 
have a catalog of any kind.  This figure represents the majority of the respondents surveyed as 
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compared to only 39 (35.45%) who reported maintaining a catalog of their collections (see Table 
21.0 below).  Also noted that a vast majority of these respondents that do not maintain or hold a 
catalog of their collections are school libraries (44 or 40.00%).
Table 21.0.
Catalog of any kind
N=110
Holding 
institution
Yes No Don't know Total
Count Count% 
of N
Count Count% 
of N
Count Count% 
of N
Count Count% 
of N
Archives 4 3.64% 2 1.82% 0 0.00% 6 5.45%
Public library 4 3.64% 2 1.82% 0 0.00% 6 5.45%
Academic library 5 4.55% 0 0.00% 0 0.00% 5 4.55%
School library 18 16.36% 44 40.00% 2 1.82% 64 58.18%
Special library 6 5.45% 2 1.82% 0 0.00% 8 7.27%
Museum 0 0.00% 0 0.00% 0 0.00% 0 0.00%
Others 2 1.82% 16 14.55% 3 2.73% 21 19.09%
Total (N) 39 35.45% 66 60.00% 5 4.55% 110 100.00%
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Table 21.1 below shows the type of catalog maintained by the 39 respondents distributed in 
terms of primary function or service. 
Table 21.1.
Type of catalog
n=39
Type of 
catalog
Archives Public library Academic 
library
School library Special 
library
Others
Count Count% 
of n
Count Count% 
of n
Count Count% 
of n
Count Count% 
of n
Count Count% 
of n
Count Count% 
of n
Follett 0 0.00% 1 2.56% 5 12.82% 0 0.00% 0 0.00% 0 0.00%
Card, 
Excel, 
Access
0 0.00% 0 0.00% 0 0.00% 1 2.56% 0 0.00% 0 0.00%
Small 
library 
organizer
0 0.00% 0 0.00% 0 0.00% 3 7.69% 0 0.00% 0 0.00%
Online, card 
and 
database
0 0.00% 0 0.00% 0 0.00% 0 0.00% 1 2.56% 0 0.00%
ResourceM
ate
0 0.00% 0 0.00% 0 0.00% 0 0.00% 2 5.13% 0 0.00%
Paper 
spreadsheet, 
on paper
0 0.00% 0 0.00% 0 0.00% 2 5.13% 0 0.00% 1 2.56%
Photograph
s in the 
making
1 2.56% 0 0.00% 0 0.00% 0 0.00% 0 0.00% 0 0.00%
Card 0 0.00% 0 0.00% 0 0.00% 3 7.69% 1 2.56% 0 0.00%
Excel 2 5.13% 2 5.13% 0 0.00% 9 23.08% 1 2.56% 1 2.56%
Mandarin 
M3, Excel
0 0.00% 0 0.00% 0 0.00% 0 0.00% 1 2.56% 0 0.00%
Excel, 
Access
1 2.56% 1 2.56% 0 0.00% 0 0.00% 0 0.00% 0 0.00%
Total (N) 4 10.26% 4 10.26% 5 12.82% 18 46.15% 6 15.38% 2 5.13%
Percentage of collections accessible through a catalog
Survey results showed that 66 (or 60.00%) of the respondents have 0% of their collections not 
accessible by a catalog of any kind.  However, 15.44% have 1-59% of their collections 
accessible by a catalog, while 18.18% indicated that 60-100% of their collections can be 
accessed via a catalog.
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Table 22.0.
Estimated percentage of collections accessible through a catalog
N=110
 Archives Public library Academic library School library Special library Others
Count Count
% of N
Count Count
% of N
Count Count% 
of N
Count Count
% of N
Count Count% 
of N
Coun
t
Count% 
of N
0% 3 2.73% 2 1.82% 0 0.00% 43 39.09% 0 0.00% 18 16.36%
1-19% 0 0.00% 0 0.00% 0 0.00% 1 0.91% 0 0.00% 1 0.91%
20-39% 1 0.91% 1 0.91% 0 0.00% 5 4.55% 1 0.91% 0 0.00%
40-59% 0 0.00% 1 0.91% 1 0.91% 4 3.64% 1 0.91% 0 0.00%
60-79% 1 0.91% 0 0.00% 0 0.00% 1 0.91% 0 0.00% 0 0.00%
80-99% 0 0.00% 2 1.82% 4 3.64% 6 5.45% 3 2.73% 1 0.91%
100% 0 0.00% 0 0.00% 0 0.00% 1 0.91% 1 0.91% 0 0.00%
Don't 
know
1 0.91% 0 0.00% 0 0.00% 3 2.73% 2 1.82% 1 0.91%
Total 6 5.45% 6 5.45% 5 4.55% 64 58.18% 8 7.27% 21 19.09%
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Table 23.0.
Estimated percentage of collections accessible online
N=110
Archives Public library Academic 
library
School library Special library Others
Count Count% 
of N
Count Count% 
of N
Count Count% 
of N
Count Count% 
of N
Count Count% 
of N
Count Count% 
of N
0% 5 4.55% 4 3.64% 1 0.91% 59 53.64% 4 3.64% 20 18.18%
1-19% 0 0.00% 1 0.91% 0 0.00% 0 0.00% 0 0.00% 0 0.00%
20-39% 0 0.00% 1 0.91% 0 0.00% 0 0.00% 0 0.00% 0 0.00%
40-59% 0 0.00% 0 0.00% 1 0.91% 0 0.00% 0 0.00% 0 0.00%
50-79% 0 0.00% 0 0.00% 0 0.00% 0 0.00% 0 0.00% 0 0.00%
80-99% 0 0.00% 0 0.00% 0 0.00% 2 1.82% 2 1.82% 0 0.00%
100% 0 0.00% 0 0.00% 1 0.91% 0 0.00% 0 0.00% 0 0.00%
Don't 
know
1 0.91% 0 0.00% 2 1.82% 3 2.73% 2 1.82% 1 0.91%
Total 6 5.45% 6 5.45% 5 4.55% 64 58.18% 8 7.27% 21 19.09%
Figures in the above Table 23.0 shows that of the 110 collecting or holding institutions surveyed, 
only one respondent, an academic library, has 100% of collections accessible by a online 
catalog.  However, other respondents (two public libraries, two academic libraries, two school 
libraries and two special libraries) reported access to 1-99% of their collections via online 
catalog.
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Online access to the contents of any collections or holdings
Only 6.36% (or 7) of the respondents surveyed reported that they provide their users or patrons 
online access to the contents of their collections as compared to 89.09% (or 98), a vast majority, 
that do not provide such access.  However, 3 respondents (or 2.73%) expressed that while they 
do not currently extend such access to their users and patrons, they anticipate to have this in-
place sometimes next year.
 
Table 24.0.
Online access to the content of any collections or holdings
N=110
Holding 
institution
Yes No, but will have 
access within the 
next year
No Don't know
Count Count% of 
N
Count Count% of 
N
Count Count% of 
N
Count Count% of 
N
Archives 0 0.00% 1 0.91% 5 4.55% 0 0.00%
Public library 1 0.91% 1 0.91% 4 3.64% 0 0.00%
Academic library 2 1.82% 0 0.00% 3 2.73% 0 0.00%
School library 1 0.91% 0 0.00% 61 55.45% 2 1.82%
Special library 2 1.82% 1 0.91% 5 4.55% 0 0.00%
Museum 0 0.00% 0 0.00% 0 0.00% 0 0.00%
Others 1 0.91% 0 0.00% 20 18.18% 0 0.00%
Total (N) 7 6.36% 3 2.73% 98 89.09% 2 1.82%
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Types of collections or holdings
The 110 holding or collecting institutions surveyed were asked to indicate the types of materials 
they held in their collections, specifically choosing from among the ten broad categories.  Table 
25.0 and Figure 9.0 below show the distributions:
Table 25.0.
Types of collections or holdings
N=110
Type of collections
Yes No Total
Count Count% of N Count Count% of N Count Count% of N
Books and bound volumes 105 95.45% 5 4.55% 110 100.00%
Unbound sheets 47 42.73% 63 57.27% 110 100.00%
Photographic collections 34 30.91% 76 69.09% 110 100.00%
Moving image collections 29 26.36% 81 73.64% 110 100.00%
Recorded sound 
collections
24 21.82% 86 78.18% 110 100.00%
Digital material collections 25 22.73% 85 77.27% 110 100.00%
Art objects 39 35.45% 71 64.55% 110 100.00%
Historic and ethnographic 
objectives
28 25.45% 82 74.55% 110 100.00%
Archeological collections 6 5.45% 104 94.55% 110 100.00%
Natural science specimen 9 8.18% 101 91.82% 110 100.00%
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Figure 9.0.  Types of collections or holdings
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The following charts show the details of these distributions (Table 25.0) specific to each 
collecting or holding institutions surveyed by primary function or service.
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No 
Yes 
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Comments from the Survey’s open-ended question
1. No Comment
2. Our Public Laws & Resolutions plus what was done in each sessions, we started to 
scanning some of the Public Laws to put on congress website, so people can access to 
it, but our computer broke down, until now no replace for our computer.
3. I really want to have a real library for us and our students.
4. I would say very urgent.
5. Continue to improve archival & historic preservation administration and services to the 
people of the FSM in collaboration with local, regional and international agencies and 
organizations on matters pertaining the archival and historic preservation work.
6. Filling cabinet, Windows secure, Air-Condition (3)
7. I strongly believe that having a library in our school will really promote our students 
learning performances due to the adequate learning resources access to students to 
utilize for their learning needs.
8. We have been in a temporary building for over a year now and do not know when we 
will move. Until then there are no plans to address the issues or unpack items from 
boxes.  Air conditioning is partial and unsatisfactory.  Many times have been lost.
9. There was an appropriate facility but it was destroyed in the past.  The current political 
climate though seems agreeable to changing things.  There is a historic building that we 
want to move into and renovate but there will not be room for the canoes.  I plan to 
create a photo-book of the collection as preservation measure.
10. I think we would need a solid cool room to preserve our collection in case of emergency 
matter.
11. To have a permanent library & a computer and access to Internet.
12. The school needs to be involve in whatever that will improve this small library.
13. Need immediate action.
14. I need a person to work in this as full-time worker.
15. Planning to establish a mini-library using a storeroom which is large enough.
16. Have room with boxes of books and books piled up, but no one to put it all together & 
no shelves.
17. Books stored at house, no place in office.
18. While there is no ‘library’ there is a small office with 1 bookshelf with novels & 
outdated reference books.  There are more than 20 boxes of donated books, but nothing 
has been done with them.
19. Since I only have small amount of power - solar power to run the computer laboratory 
with 12 laptops, I need addition solar panels & batteries for conservation/preservation 
purposes of both the computer lab and the library.
20. I really need more shelves to accommodate all the books
21. Don’t know how to set up a library.
22. Really need a library for the Island/School.
23. Really need a library to help upgrade school & encourage/motivate student learning.
24. Need help from CAL to set up a library.
25. For now we don’t have a library.  Hoping to have 1 in near future.
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26. Our school really need a library.
27. Library/Resource Center in principal’s house.  Cement house needing repair. Need 
reference books. 
28. Have solar panel.
29. Most of the books are on the floor, only a few are in boxes and on the few shelves. Not 
secure-door is open all day because the radio is that room, too.
30. Our reading corner is very small and not secure.
31. Though the 1st phase of library renovation made shelves.  They are totally 
inappropriate & very weak. Over 90% of our books have not been moved back to the 
library & are becoming damaged where they are stored. (Some shelves were made with 
1/4 plywood).
32. Decaying storage areas leads to the on going termite problem we now have.
33. Old volumes in the collection need to be preserved (print & electronically).
34. Land documents are rapidly being damaged by humidity and termites.
35. Kosrae Island Resource Management Authority (KIRMA) would like to express our 
sincere “Kulo Ma Lulap” for inviting us to this project.  As mentioned, we’d like to 
update some of our collections as well as improving our space and storage for the 
collections we had nowadays.  We’ll look forward to assist and support this project.
36. An appropriate area for botanical collection. Herbarium.
37. Urgent need for long range preservation and archives plan.
38. Staff, Trained staff (7)
39. Funding (16)
40. Storage space
41. Materials for preservation
42. Training on preservation
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